United States Patent and Trademark Ofhce 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark OtBce 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



10/728,233 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED IX\'ENTOR 



Dennis I^wrence Nicliolson 



7590 

Robert B. Reeser, III 
Suite 1800 

7700 Forsyth Boulevard 
St. Louis, MO 63105 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/728,233 


Applicant(s) 

NICHOLSON, DENNIS 
LAWRENCE 


Examiner 

Jiping Lu 


Art Unit 

3743 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 24 September 201 0 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1-3.5.7.9.10.13-15.21 and 22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-3.5.7.9. 10. 13-15. 21. 22 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d)or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20101 108 



Application/Control Number: 10/728,233 
Art Unit: 3743 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eUgible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 9/7/2010 has been entered. 

Claim Status 

2. Claims 1-3, 5, 7, 9-10, 13-15, 21-22 are now in the case. Claims 4, 6, 8, 1 1-12 and 16-20 
have been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5, 13-15 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Jacobson (U. S. Pat. 6,499,227) in view of Unverzagt (U. S. Pat. 6,471,091) and Kilbey (U. S. 
Pat. 3,587,570). 

Jacobson shows a golf cart 15 comprising a golf cart frame support 20 having at least 
one external surface and defining a longitudinal axis and an apparatus 10 for coupling a glove 80 
to said support 20 which are arranged same as claimed. The apparatus 10 comprises a first end 
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(top end at 34), an opposing end (bottom, below 34) and a body 35 extends between the first end 
and the second end. The body 35 comprises an inner surface and an opposite outer surface (see 
Figs. 3C-3E). The body 35 is coupled to the support 20 such that a central axis of the body 
extends fi-om the first end to the second and such that the body is substantially concentrically 
aligned with and surrounds the support 20. The central axis is substantially coaxial with the 
longitudinal axis when the body substantially conforms to the at least one external surface of the 
support 20. When the apparatus 10 is coupled to the support 20, the body comprises at least one 
first fastening mechanism 70 for coupling the body 10 to the support 20. The body outer surface 
comprises at least one second fastening mechanism 40 for removably coupling the glove 80. 
However, Jacobson does not show the second fastening mechanism extending between the first 
end and the second end and at least one third fastening mechanism with a closed loop for 
removably coupling other golf equipment. Unverzagt shows a golf glove drying apparatus 24 
that is capable of being used with a frame support having a longitudinal axis extending 
therethrough comprising a first end (not niimbered, see Fig. 1, near arrow 38), an opposing 
second end (not numbered, near arrow 10), and a body 24 extending from said first end to said 
second end, a first edge (at 28) extending from said first end to said second end, and a second 
edge (at 24) along a second axis that is substantially perpendicular to said first axis, said first 
edge is longer than said second edge, said body comprises an inner surface 32 and an opposing 
outer surface 34, said body 24 is configured to couple to the frame support such that said first 
edge is substantially parallel to the frame longitudinal axis and said second edge substantially 
circumscribes the support, central axis of said apparatus extends from said first end to said 
second end and such that said body is aligned substantially concentrically with and surrounds the 
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support, said central axis is substantially coaxial with the frame longitudinal axis when said body 
substantially conforms to an external surface of the support and when said apparatus 24 is 
coupled to said support, said body inner surface 32 comprises at least one first hook and loop 
fastening mechanism 36 for coupling said body 24 to the support, said at least one first fastening 
mechanism 36 extending parallel to said first axis (as shown in Fig. 1, fastening mechanism 36 
extends from left at 26 to right at 28 which is parallel to the first axis), said body outer surface 
comprises at least one second hook and loop fastening mechanism 38 for removably coupling a 
golf glove directly against said body 24 such that the glove remains coupled in a mating 
arrangement against said outer surface when said apparatus is coupled to the support, said at least 
one second fastening mechanism 38 extending between said first end and said second end. The 
second fastening mechanism 38 also extends parallel to said first axis (see Fig. 1, fastening 
mechanism 38 extends from left to right which is parallel to the first axis). Kilbey shows an 
apparatus that is capable of being used with a frame support having a longitudinal axis extending 
therethrough for drying golf glove comprising a body 10, a first fastening mechanism 22, 24, 32 
that is capable of being used for coupling the body to a golf cart frame support, at least one 
second fastening mechanism 48 that is capable of being used for removably coupling the glove 
directly against said body, and at least one third fastening mechanism 50 that is capable of being 
used for coupling other golf equipment. The at least one third fastening mechanism 50 comprises 
a closed loop 58, 60. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to substitute the apparatus 10 of Unverzagt for the glove 
coupling apparatus 10 of Jacobson in order to facilitate coupling/removing drying apparatus 
to/from the golf cart and to fiirther modify the glove coupling apparatus to include at least one 
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third fastening mechanism as taught by Kilbey in order to drying more golf items and improve 
the efficiency. The claims would have been obvious because the substitution of one known 
element for another would have yielded predictable results to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time of invention. (See KSR International Co. v. Teleflex. Inc . 82 USPQ 2d 1385 (2007). It 
must be noted that the newly added limitations merely define a size of the rectangular shape of 
the body. In other words, the claimed first edge is the height of the rectangle and the second 
edge is the width of the rectangle. The drying apparatus of Jacobson as modified by Unverzagt 
and BCilbey discloses the claimed invention except for the first edge (height) longer than the 
second edge (width). It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to design the first 
edge 28 of the apparatus 38 of Unverzagt longer than the second edge in order to accommodate 
more space area, since such a modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a 
component. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in 
the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). As for the limitations, "an apparatus for 
coupling a glove including a flap portion and a backing portion to said support" in lines 4-5 of 
claim 1, "... for removably coupling the glove flap portion and the glove backing portion directly 
against aid body such that. . . .when said apparatus is coupled to said support" in lines 17-20 of 
claim 1, "...for removably coupUng a golf glove flap portion and a golf glove backing portion... 
when said apparatus is coupled to the support" in lines 16-18 of claim 7, it is viewed as 
functional or intended use limitations. As MPEP 21 14 states, "[a] claim containing a "recitation 
with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not 
differentiate the claimed apparatus fi-om a prior art apparatus" if the prior art apparatus teaches 
all the structural limitations of the claim". In this case, the limitation above does not add any 
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structural limitations to the claim and the drying apparatus of Jacobson as modified by Unverzagt 
discloses all the structural limitations. Additionally while not disclosed, the drying apparatus of 
Jacobson as modified by Unverzagt is capable of being used for performing above claimed 
fiinctions. As to the claimed a plurality of second fastening mechanisms, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to design the 
golf cart drying apparatus with a plurality of second fastening mechanisms in order to pursue an 
intended use, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
device involve only routine skill in the art. In re Harza, 274 F. 2d 669, 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 
1960). 

5. Claims 7, 9-10 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Unverzagt (U. S. Pat. 6,471,091) in view of Kilbey (U.S. Pat. 3,587,570). 

Unverzagt shows a golf glove drying apparatus 24 for use with a frame support having a 
longitudinal axis extending therethrough comprising a first end (not numbered, see Fig. 1, near 
arrow 38), an opposing second end (not niimbered, near arrow 10), and a body 24 extending 
from said first end to said second end, a first edge (at 28) extending from said first end to said 
second end, and a second edge (at 24) that is substantially perpendicular to said first axis, said 
body comprises an inner surface 32 and an opposing outer surface 34, said body 24 is configured 
to couple to the frame support such that said first edge is substantially parallel to the frame 
longitudinal axis and said second edge substantially circumscribes the support, a central axis of 
said apparatus extends from said first end to said second end and such that said body is aligned 
substantially concentrically with and surrounds the support, said cenfral axis is substantially 
coaxial with the frame longitudinal axis when said body substantially conforms to an extemal 
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surface of the support and when said apparatus 24 is coupled to said support, said body inner 
surface 32 comprises at least one first hook and loop fastening mechanism 36 for coupling said 
body 24 to the support, said at least one first fastening mechanism 36 extending parallel to said 
first axis or edge (as shown in Fig. 1, fastening mechanism 36 extends fi-om left at 26 to right at 
28 which is parallel to the first axis), said body outer surface comprises at least one second hook 
and loop fastening mechanism 38 for removably coupling a golf glove directly against said body 
24 such that the glove remains coupled in a mating arrangement against said outer surface when 
said apparatus is coupled to the support, said at least one second fastening mechanism 38 
extending between said first end and said second end. The second fastening mechanism 38 also 
extends parallel to said first axis (see Fig. 1, fastening mechanism 38 extends from left to right 
which is parallel to the first axis). As for the limitations, "A golf glove drying apparatus for use 
with a frame support having a longitudinal axis extending therethrough" in lines 1-2 of claim 7, 
"said body is configured to couple to the frame support such that .... when said apparatus is 
coupled to said support" in lines 6-8 of claim 7, "... for coupling said body to the support" in line 
13 of claim 7, "...for removably coupling a golf glove flap portion and a golf glove backing 
portion. . . when said apparatus is coupled to the support" in lines 15-18 of claim 7, they are 
viewed as functional or intended use limitations. As MPEP 2114 states, "[a] claim containing a 
"recitation with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed 
does not differentiate the claimed apparatus fi-om a prior art apparatus" if the prior art apparatus 
teaches all the structural limitations of the claim". In this case, the limitations above do not add 
any structural limitations to the claim and Unverzagt discloses all the structural limitations. 
Additionally while not disclosed, the apparatus 24 of Unverzagt is capable of being used for use 
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with a frame support having a longitudinal axis extending therethrough for drying golf glove and 
to perform above claimed functions. It must be noted that the claimed limitations merely define a 
size of the rectangular shape of the body. In other words, the claimed first edge is the height of 
the rectangle and the second edge is the width of the rectangle. Unverzagt discloses the claimed 
invention except for the first edge (height) longer than the second edge (width). It would have 
been an obvious matter of design choice to design the first edge 28 of the apparatus 38 of 
Unverzagt longer than the second edge in order to accommodate more space area, since such a 
modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a component. A change in size is 
generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 
237 (CCPA 1955). As to the claimed a plurality of second fastening mechanisms, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to design 
the golf cart drying apparatus with a plurality of second fastening mechanisms in order to pursue 
an intended use, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
device involve only routine skill in the art. In re Harza, 274 F. 2d 669, 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 
1960). However, the drying apparatus of Unverzagt does not show at least one third fastening 
mechanism for removably coupling other golf equipment. Kilbey shows an apparatus that is 
capable of being used with a frame support having a longitudinal axis extending therethrough for 
drying golf glove comprising a body 10, a first fastening mechanism 22, 24, 32 that is capable of 
being used for coupling the body to a golf cart frame support, at least one second fastening 
mechanism 48 that is capable of being used for removably coupling the glove directly against 
said body, and at least one third fastening mechanism 50 that is capable of being used for 
coupling other golf equipment. The at least one third fastening mechanism 50 comprises a closed 
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loop 58, 60. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to further modify the apparatus of Unverzagt to include at least one 
third fastening mechanism as taught by Kilbey in order to dry more golf items and improve the 
efficiency. The claims would have been obvious because the substitution of one known element 
for another would have yielded predictable results to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of 
invention. (See KSR International Co. v. Teleflex. Inc . 82 USPQ 2d 1385 (2007). 
6. Claims 7, 9, 10 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jacobson (U. S. Pat. 6,499,227) in view of Unverzagt (U. S. Pat. 6,471,091) and Kilbey (U.S. 
Pat. 3,587,570). 

Jacobson shows a golf cart 15 comprising a golf cart frame support 20 having at least 
one external surface and defining a longitudinal axis and an apparatus 10 for coupling a glove 80 
to said support 20 which are arranged same as claimed. The apparatus 10 comprises a first end 
(top end at 34), an opposing second end (bottom, below 34) and a body 35 extends between the 
first end and the second end. The body 35 comprises an inner surface and an opposite outer 
surface (see Figs. 3C-3E). The body 35 is coupled to the support 20 such that a central axis of the 
body extends from the first end to the second and such that the body is substantially 
concentrically aligned with and surrounds the support 20. The central axis is substantially coaxial 
with the longitudinal axis when the body substantially conforms to the at least one external 
surface of the support 20. When the apparatus 10 is coupled to the support 20, the body 
comprises at least one first fastening mechanism 70 for coupling the body 10 to the support 20. 
The body outer surface comprises at least one second fastening mechanism 40 for removably 
coupling the glove 80. However, Jacobson does not show the second fastening mechanism 
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extending between the first end and the second end and at least one third fastening mechanism 
for removably coupling other golf equipment. Unverzagt shows a golf glove drying apparatus 24 
that is capable of being used with a frame support having a longitudinal axis extending 
therethrough comprising a first end (not numbered, see Fig. 1, near arrow 38), an opposing 
second end (not numbered, near arrow 10), and a body 24 extending from said first end to said 
second end, a first edge (at 28), and a second edge (at 24) along a second axis that is 
substantially perpendicular to said first axis, said body comprises an inner surface 32 and an 
opposing outer surface 34, said body 24 is configured to couple to the frame support such that 
said first edge is substantially parallel to the frame longitudinal axis and said second edge 
substantially circumscribes the support, a central axis of said apparatus extends from said first 
end to said second end and such that said body is aligned substantially concentrically with and 
surrounds the support, said central axis is substantially coaxial with the frame longitudinal axis 
when said body substantially conforms to an external surface of the support and when said 
apparatus 24 is coupled to said support, said body inner surface 32 comprises at least one first 
hook and loop fastening mechanism 36 for coupling said body 24 to the support, said at least one 
first fastening mechanism 36 extending parallel to said first axis (as shown in Fig. 1, fastening 
mechanism 36 extends from left at 26 to right at 28 which is parallel to the first axis), said body 
outer surface comprises at least one second hook and loop fastening mechanism 38 for 
removably coupling a golf glove directly against said body 24 such that the glove remains 
coupled in a mating arrangement against said outer surface when said apparatus is coupled to the 
support, said at least one second fastening mechanism 38 extending between said first end and 
said second end. The second fastening mechanism 38 also extends parallel to said first axis (see 
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Fig. 1, fastening mechanism 38 extends from left to right which is parallel to the first axis). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to substitute the apparatus 10 of Unverzagt for the glove coupling apparatus 
10 of Jacobson in order to facilitate coupling/removing drying apparatus to/from the golf cart. 
The claims would have been obvious because the substitution of one known element for another 
would have yielded predictable resuhs to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of invention. 
(See KSR International Co. v. Teleflex. Inc . 82 USPQ 2d 1385 (2007). It must be noted that the 
claimed limitations merely define a size of the rectangular shape of the body. In other words, the 
claimed first edge is the height of the rectangle and the second edge is the width of the rectangle. 
Unverzagt discloses the claimed invention except for the first edge (height) longer than the 
second edge (width). It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to design the first 
edge 28 of the apparatus 38 of Unverzagt longer than the second edge in order to accommodate 
more space area, since such a modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a 
component. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in 
the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). As for the limitation, 7, "...for removably 
coupling a golf glove flap portion and a golf glove backing portion. . . when said apparatus is 
coupled to the support" in lines 16-18 of claim 7, it is viewed as functional or intended use 
limitations. As MPEP 2114 states, "[a] claim containing a "recitation with respect to the manner 
in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not differentiate the claimed 
apparatus from a prior art apparatus" if the prior art apparatus teaches all the structural 
limitations of the claim". In this case, the limitation above does not add any structural limitations 
to the claim and the drying apparatus of Jacobson as modified by Unverzagt discloses all the 
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structural limitations. Additionally while not disclosed, the drying apparatus of Jacobson as 
modified by Unverzagt is capable of being used for performing above claimed functions. It must 
be noted that the claimed limitations merely define a size of the rectangular shape of the body. 
In other words, the claimed first edge is the height of the rectangle and the second edge is the 
width of the rectangle. As to the claimed a plurality of second fastening mechanisms, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
design the golf cart drying apparatus with a plurality of second fastening mechanisms in order to 
pursue an intended use, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts 
of a device involve only routine skill in the art. In re Harza, 274 F. 2d 669, 124 USPQ 378 
(CCPA 1960). Kilbey shows an apparatus that is capable of being used with a frame support 
having a longitudinal axis extending therethrough for drying golf glove comprising a body 10, a 
first fastening mechanism 22, 24, 32 that is capable of being used for coupling the body to a golf 
cart fi-ame support, at least one second fastening mechanism 48 that is capable of being used for 
removably coupling the glove directly against said body, and at least one third fastening 
mechanism 50 that is capable of being used for coupling other golf equipment. The at least one 
third fastening mechanism 50 comprises a closed loop 58, 60. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify the apparatus of Jacobson to include at least one third fastening mechanism as taught by 
Kilbey in order to dry more golf items and improve the efficiency. The claims would have been 
obvious because the substitution of one known element for another would have yielded 
predictable results to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of invention. (See KSR 
Intemational Co. v. Teleflex. Inc . 82 USPQ 2d 1385 (2007). 
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Response to Arguments 

7. The applicant's commercial success declaration under 37 CFR 1 . 132 filed 9/21/10 is 
insufficient to overcome the rejection of claims based upon the combined teachings of the prior 
art patents to Unverzagt, BCilbey and Jacobson as set forth in the last Office action because 
declaration does not include any objective evidence, e.g. without heavy advertisement and 
incentives increasing of sales volume due to the breakthrough invention. Moreover, the 
declaration only alleges commercial success in the combination of a rectangular shaped fastening 
mechanism for drying a golf glove and a frame of a golf cart. At least claims 7, 9, 10 and 21 do 
not require any frame of a golf cart. Thus, there is no showing that any evidence of non- 
obviousness is commensurate in scope with the claims 7, 9, 10 and 21. The declaration includes 
statements which amount to an affirmation that the claimed subject matter functions as it was 
intended to function. There is no evidence showing the commercial success is a direct result of 
the claimed subject matter of claims 1 and 13, e.g. producing unexpected results (also sec KSR 
Intemational Co. v. Teleflex. Inc . 82 USPQ 2d 1385 (2007). There is no nexus between the 
alleged commercial success and the claims subject matter. The declaration contains no objective 
relevant evidence to overcome the obviousness rejection of the claims. In other words, the 
contents of the declaration are not relevant to the issue of non-obviousness of the claimed subject 
matter and provide no objective evidence thereof See MPEP § 716. In view of the foregoing, 
when all of the evidence is considered, the totality of the rebuttal evidence of nonobviousness 
fails to outweigh the evidence of obviousness. 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 9/7/10 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive 
because claims fail to structurally define over the prior at references. In the Remarks, the 
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applicant, in essence, argues that there is no combination of the cited references describes or 
suggests a body outer surface including a plurality of second fastening mechanisms. Examiner 
disagreed. As to the claimed plurality of second fastening mechanisms, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to design the 
golf cart drying apparatus with a plurality of second fastening mechanisms in order to pursue an 
intended use, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
device involve only routine skill in the art. In re Harza, 274 F. 2d 669, 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 
1960). The applicant also argues that there is no combination of the cited references describes or 
suggests a body having a first edge that is longer than the second edge. This is no true. Unverzagt 
patent discloses the claimed invention except for the first edge (height) longer than the second 
edge (width). It is the examiner's position that it would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice to design the first edge 28 of the apparatus 38 of Unverzagt longer than the second edge 
in order to accommodate more space area, since such a modification would have involved a mere 
change in the size of a component. The applicant also argues that Kilbey patent does not show a 
golf glove drying apparatus that includes a body outer surface with second fastening mechanisms 
for removably coupling a golf flap portion and a golf backing portion. The examiner disagrees. 
The drying apparatus of Unverzagt patent includes all that is recited in claims 20-21 except for at 
least one third fastening mechanism. Kilbey shows an apparatus with at least one third fastening 
mechanism 50 that is capable of being used for coupling other golf equipment. The at least one 
third fastening mechanism 50 comprises a closed loop 58, 60. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to further modify the apparatus of Unverzagt to include at least 
one third fastening mechanism as taught by iCilbey in order to dry more golf items and improve 
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the efficiency. The claims would have been obvious because the substitution of one known 
element for another would have yielded predictable results to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time of invention. (See KSR International Co. v. Teleflex. Inc . 82 USPQ 2d 1385 (2007). Third, 
on pages 10-1 1 of the Remarks, the applicant argues that there is no teaching to combine the 
patents to Jacobson and Unverzgat. Specifically, there is no combination of the prior art 
references to suggest a golf glove drying apparatus that includes a body outer surface with 
second fastening mechanism. The examiner does not agree. In response to applicant's argument 
that there is no teaching, suggestion, or motivation to combine the references, the examiner 
recognizes that obviousness may be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the 
prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988), In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992), and KSR International 
Co. V. Teleflex, Inc., 550 U.S. 398, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007). In this case, Jacobson shows a golf 
cart 15 comprising a golf cart frame support 20 having at least one external surface and defining 
a longitudinal axis and an apparatus 10 for coupling a glove 80 to said support 20 which are 
arranged same as claimed. Unverzagt shows a plurality of second hook and loop fastening 
mechanisms 38 for removably coupling a golf glove directly against said body 24 such that the 
glove remains coupled in a mating arrangement against said outer surface when said apparatus is 
coupled to the support. The second fastening mechanisms 38 also extend parallel to said first 
axis (see Fig. 1, fastening mechanism 38 extends from left to right which is parallel to the first 
axis). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to substitute the apparatus 



Application/Control Number: 10/728,233 Page 16 

Art Unit: 3743 

10 of Unverzagt for the glove coupling apparatus 10 of Jacobson in order to facilitate coupling or 
removing drying apparatus to/from the golf cart. The claims would have been obvious because 
the substitution of one known element for another would have yielded predictable results to one 
ordinary skilled in the art at the time of invention. (See KSR International Co. v. Teleflex. Inc . 
82 USPQ 2d 1385 (2007). The applicant fiirther argues that there is no teaching to combine the 
patents to Jacobson, Unverzgat and Kilbey. Specifically, there is no combination of the prior art 
references to suggest a golf glove drying apparatus that includes a body and a first edge that is 
longer than a second edge. The examiner does not agree. In response to applicant's argument 
that there is no teaching, suggestion, or motivation to combine the references, the examiner 
recognizes that obviousness may be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the 
prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988), In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992), and KSR International 
Co. V. Teleflex, Inc., 550 U.S. 398, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007). In this case, the drying apparatus 
of Jacobson as modified by Unverzagt as above includes all that is recited in claims 20-21 except 
for third fastening mechanism. Kilbey shows a third fastening mechanism 50 that is capable of 
being used for coupling other golf equipment. The at least one third fastening mechanism 50 
comprises a closed loop 58, 60. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
fiirther modify the apparatus of Jacobson to include at least one third fastening mechanism as 
taught by BCilbey in order to dry more golf items and improve the efficiency. The claims would 
have been obvious because the substitution of one known element for another would have 
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yielded predictable results to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of invention. (See KSR 
International Co. v. Teleflex. Inc . 82 USPQ 2d 1385 (2007). 



Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jiping Lu whose telephone number is 571 272 4878. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, KENNETH RINEHART can be reached on 571-272-4881 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this apphcation or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Elecfronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jiping Lu/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3743 

J. L. 
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